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| nt r oducti on

1. The present note contains additional replies received from Governnents
after the publication of the report by the Secretary-General on the subject
(E/ CN. 4/ Sub. 2/ 1997/ 27) .

2. As at 4 July 1997, such replies had been received fromthe Governnents
of Cuba, the Philippines and Trinidad and Tobago.

Cuba
[Oiginal: Spanish]
[25 June 1997]
1. Wth regard to paragraph 2 of resolution 1996/16, the Governnent of

Cuba believes it appropriate to point out the following criteria and
consi derati ons:

Nucl ear weapons

2. In the Final Docunent of the first special session of the

CGeneral Assenbly devoted to disarmanent and i n nunerous ot her

United Nations documents, the international comunity has recognized
that the very survival of humanki nd depends on the elimnation of al

nucl ear weapons fromthe face of the earth. For Cuba, this continues to
be of the highest priority in the nultilateral disarmanment process.

3. The uni queness of nucl ear weapons, including weapons of mass
destruction, was clearly explained in the dissenting opinion of
Judge Weeramantry, who referred to the danage caused by these weapons
during consideration by the International Court of Justice of the legality
of the threat or use of nuclear weapons (A/51/218 of 19 July 1996). The
reasons cited in the opinion to denpnstrate the unique character of nucl ear
weapons are as foll ows:

(a) Cause death and destruction

(b) I nduce cancers, |eukaem a, keloids and related afflictions;

(c) Cause gastrointestinal, cardiovascular and related afflictions;

(d) Continue for decades after their use to induce the health-rel ated
probl ems nentioned above;

(e) Damage the environnmental rights of future generations;

(f) Cause congenital deformities, nmental retardation and genetic
damage;

(9) Carry the potential to cause a nuclear wi nter
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(h) Cont ami nate and destroy the food chai n;

(i) I mperil the ecosystem

(J) Produce | ethal |evels of heat and bl ast;

(k) Produce radi ati on and radi oactive fall-out;

() Produce a disruptive el ectromagnetic pul se;

(m Produce social disintegration

(n) Imperil all civilization

(0) Threat en human survi val

(p) Weak cultural devastation

(q) Span a tine range of thousands of years;

(r) Threaten all life on the planet;

(s) Irreversibly damage the rights of future generations;

(t) Exterm nate civilian popul ations;

(u) Damage nei ghbouri ng States;

(v) Produce psychol ogi cal stress and fear syndrones;
as no ot her weapons do.
4. For several years in succession the Ceneral Assenbly of the
United Nations has been adopting resolutions enphasizing the priority
of nucl ear disarmanent and the need to begin multilateral negotiations to
t hat end.
5. In the Conference on Di sarmanment, which is the only multilatera
negoti ating forum on di sarmanent, the “Group of 21" has insisted on the need
for establishing an ad hoc conmittee on nuclear disarmament with a negotiating
mandate. In August 1996, 28 del egations of the Conference on Di sar mament,
i ncluding Cuba, officially presented that body with a proposal for a Progranme
of Action for the Elimnation of Nucl ear Weapons. This proposal contains
concrete neasures grouped into three stages, which would nake the elimnation
of nucl ear weapons possible within just over 20 years. This proposal could
serve as a basis for the work of the ad hoc conmittee of the Conference on

Di sarmanment to deal with the topic

Chem cal and bi ol ogi cal weapons

6. Considering the destructive potential of such weapons, their prohibition
and total elimnation nust al so constitute one of the priority objectives of
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the international conmunity. |In order to guarantee that objective, Cuba
believes it is vital to secure the effective inplenentation of the Convention
on the Prohibition of the Devel opnent, Production, Stockpiling and Use of
Chemi cal Weapons and on Their Destruction (Chem cal Wapons Conventi on),

once it enters into force on 29 April 1997. That inplenmentation wll

require:

(a) Securing the universal ratification of the Convention, including
in particular by the chem cal weapons-producing countries, as well as by those
possessing the industrial capacity to produce them w thout exception. The
non- adherence by the two decl ared cheni cal weapons-producing States woul d
dramatically alter the character of the Convention as an instrunent of
di sar manent ;

(b) As provided for by the Convention, once the period established for
the destruction of chem cal weapons has expired, no State party may be all owed
to store such weapons;

(c) The application of nmeasures aimed at restricting internationa
trade in chem cal substances, particularly those based on politica
considerations contrary to the letter and spirit of the Convention, should
be abandoned.

7. Wth regard to biol ogical weapons, Cuba believes that strict observance
of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Devel opnent, Production and

St ockpi |l ing of Bacteriol ogical (Biological) and Toxi n Weapons and on

Their Destruction is fundanental for international peace and security. To

i ncrease the application and effectiveness of the Convention and strengthen
its authority even further, it is inportant anong other things to broaden

i nternational participation in confidence-building measures and the procedures
for consultations agreed upon at the Second and Third Revi ew Conferences of
the Convention. Likew se, one of the mpjor tasks now facing the States
parties to the Convention nust be the el aboration of an effective verification
systemfor this legal instrument based on wi dely accepted principles of
multilateral verification, including site inspections.

8. The reaffirmation contained in the Final Docunent of the Fourth

Revi ew Conference is of special inportance to Cuba, in that the use by
States parties, in any way and under any circunstances, of mcrobial or

ot her biological agents or toxins that is not consistent with prophylactic,
protective or other peaceful purposes, is effectively a violation of
article I of the Convention.

9. In reference to the other types of weapons mentioned in paragraph 2 (a)
of resolution 1996/ 16, the Cuban position takes very nuch into account the
principle of international |aw according to which the right of the parties
to an arnmed conflict to choose the nethods or neans of wagi ng war is not
l[imtless, nor is the principle prohibiting the use in armed conflicts of
weapons, projectiles, materials and nethods for wagi ng war such as woul d
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cause superfluous damage or unnecessary suffering. The greatest possible
protection of the civilian popul ation against the effects of hostilities
must be a mmj or objective, to be guaranteed at all tines.

Concl usi ons

10. The elimnation of nuclear and ot her weapons, although it would
certainly have an undeni able inportance, will not in and of itself resolve
all the current threats to life, physical security and other human rights,
whi ch have their deepest roots in the structure of society and the current
international order. It will require the organization of a new system of

i nternational security, based on denmilitarization and the non-use or threat
of force in international relations and on respect for the sovereignty and
territorial integrity of States; a systemin which aggression and war are
bani shed, so that we may all |ive together in peace, as good nei ghbours.

11. As M. M Dubey, former Foreign Secretary of India, wote (“The Only
Alternative is the Elimnation of Nuclear Wapons”, D sarmanent, vol. XVl
No. 2/1994), a new security system should be genuinely nmultilateral, at

both the regional and global levels, and the United Nations should be the
centrepiece of that architecture. Such a system should also be capabl e of
dealing with both mlitary and non-military aspects of security, including
the establishment of an equitable and just international econom c order

Phi | i ppi nes
[Oiginal: English]
[4 June 1997]
1. The Philippines has al ways been supportive, in the recognition of

i nternati onal peace and security, to realize the full potentials of humankind,
regardl ess of colour, age, gender, creed and religion, through the ful
protection of the law. These principles are translated in the ideals and
aspirations of the people found in the preanble to the Philippine
Constitution:

“We, the sovereign Filipino people, inploring the aid of Al mghty
God, in order to build a just and humane society and establish a
Governnment that shall enmbody our ideals, and aspirations, pronote the
comon good, conserve and devel op our patrinmony and secure to ourselves
and our posterity the bl essings of independence and denocracy under the
rule of law and a reginme of truth, justice, freedom |ove, equality, and
peace, do ordain and pronulgate this Constitution.”

2. However, these aspirations and ideals need to be protected by |laws the
nmost fundamental of which is the right tolife. Article Ill, section 1, of
the Philippine Bill of Rights states:

“No person shall be deprived of life, liberty or property wthout
due process of law, nor shall any person be denied the equal protection
of laws.”
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3. In war and arnmed conflict the State is ready to protect such rights as
provided for in article Il, section 2, of which states:

“The Phili ppines renounces war as an instrunent of nationa
policy, adopts the generally accepted principles of international |aw
of the | and and adheres to the policy of peace, equality, justice,
freedom cooperation, and amity of all nations.”

4, This position is further translated in international affairs as the

Phi | i ppi ne Governnent adheres to the international humanitarian |aw of
protecting the right to Iife and recogni zing an international |aw and order

to fully realize all human aspirations and ideals. The Philippines is a party

to the International Bill of Human Rights to pronote and encourage respect
for human rights and to affirmthe Philippines' faith in the principles of
the International Bill of Human Ri ghts and other relevant internationa

instruments. To date, the Philippines is a State party to instrunents of the
non-proliferation regime to pronote international peace and security, namely:
the Nucl ear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT); the Chenical Wapons Convention

t he I nhumane Weapons Convention; and the yet to be ratified conprehensive
test-ban treaty.

5. The Philippines adheres |likewise to the State's decl arati on agai nst
nucl ear weapons as stated in article Il, section 8, of the Constitution
“The Philippines, consistent with the national interest, adopts and pursues
a policy of freedom from nuclear weapons in its territory.”

6. The cold war era saw the predom nance of a strategic defence initiative
policy between superpowers, the United States and the former Soviet Union
wherein nucl ear deterrence translated into an arns race. It has not been

too long since the two superpowers realized the inefficacy of a “m ninmm
deterrence” presupposi ng an acceptance of nucl ear biol ogical and chem ca
weapons and the possibility of nutual annihilation. It did not take too |ong
before the United States and the forner Soviet Union realized the inefficacy
of such a defence policy, not so nuch out of fear of each other's arns
supremacy but out of fear created by the existence of “nuclear States” and,
subsequently, a real threat of a nuclear war.

7. A nucl ear war never occurred, but the events in Nagasaki and Hiroshi na
need not be duplicated to convince us how | arge and conplex the cost to
humankind in ternms of life and property a nucl ear hol ocaust would be. In
the Lao People's Denocratic Republic and Canbodi a, the consequential and
curmul ative effects of a nucealr war cannot be ignored relative to damage to
life, property, and the human rights to peace and physical security.

8. Thus, in the post-cold war era, the strategic defence initiative or

“m ni mum det errence” approach has been replaced by alternatives, |ooking at
security in a conprehensive sense. Security depends on a collective security
such that the security of one means the security of the other. This paved the
way to mlitary and non-mlitary approaches to security: peace and security
seen not only froma mlitary standpoint but also fromthat of various

di sciplines, i.e. technological, |egal, economc, political, psychol ogical
religious and environnental



E/ CN. 4/ Sub. 2/ 1997/ 27/ Add. 1
page 7

9. Wth the foregoing perspective, the Philippines adheres to peacef ul
non-mlitary approaches to conflict and renounces the use of nuclear and
chem cal weapons, fuel-air bonmbs, napalm cluster bombs and bi ol ogica
weaponry cont ai ni ng depl eted urani um

Trini dad and Tobago

[Oiginal: English]
[13 June 1997]

1. The M nistry of National Security supports Sub-Conm ssion
resolution 1996/16 on “International peace and security as an essentia
condition for the enjoynent of human rights, above all the right to life.”

2. The Trinidad and Tobago Defence Force is not in possession of any
weapons of aerial delivery or nuclear, chem cal or biological weaponry,

nor does it intend to acquire weapons of mass destruction in the future.
Additionally, the Trinidad and Tobago Defence Force has not detected the
use of these weapons in or near to the sovereign territory of Trinidad and
Tobago.

3. The M nistry al so supports the recomendati on that any nation in
possessi on of weapons of aerial delivery or nuclear, chem cal or biologica
weaponry shoul d be encouraged to dispose of themin the interest of al
humanity as they constitute a serious danger to our planet.



